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'Sir: 

Applicants request review of the final rejection in the above-identified application. No 
amendments are being filed with this Request. This Request is being filed with a Notice of 
Appeal. The review is requested for the reasons stated below in the Remarks. 
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REMARKS 

This review is being requested because Applicants believe that the rejections of record 
from the Examiner are clearly not proper and are without basis. For example, the Examiner 
commits a clear error in basing his support for the rejections of claims 1 and 3-19 on the mere 
.^stat^ background of the invention that purchasing technology has been 

applied to the Internet The Examiner provides no references that support his "well known in 
the art" assertions, and provides no appropriate motivation for one of ordinary skill in the art to 
combine the disclosure in Applicants' background of the invention with the concepts of the 
. Internet and specifically the concepts as recited the claims of the present application (see, 
Applicants' arguments in the Amendment filed July 6, 2006, pages 12-15 and 20). 

Moreover, the Examiner commits a clear error in asserting that an invention providing an 
advantage of increased speed and efficiency is not a patentable invention, and that the Applicant 
V is not claiming specific features or structures that make the automation possible, when the claims 
in the present invention clearly recite at least one server that performs the various automatic 
purchasing functions of Applicants' claimed invention. Further, the Examiner ignores the 
details of structure recited in claim 8 directed toward a purchasing system which recites a web 
server, an internal database, and an external database as well as claim 1 3 that recites a plurality of 
region terminals, a plurality of region servers, and a main server (see, Applicants' Figs 8, 9 and 
Applicants' arguments in the Amendment filed July 6, 2006, pages 15 and 20). 

Further, the Examiner commits a clear error in asserting that that De La Motte et al. 
discloses identifying whether vendors satisfy minimum attributes set by a buyer, (see, Applicants' 
arguments in the Amendment filed July 6, 2006, pages 16 and 18). 

The Examiner also commits clear error in asserting that "it is exceedingly clear that DE 
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did not mention in the slightest in col. 2, lines 1-4, products and factories of suppliers being 
evaluated by an independent organization, contrary to the Applicants assertion in the remarks" 
when De La Motte et. al. clearly discloses, starting at col. 1 in paragraph 12 extending to col. 2, 
that "both the products and factories of suppliers are evaluated by an independent, quality- 
control measurement organization, which applies ratings to the products and factories in 
accordance with the standardized rating system." 

In addition, the Examiner commits clear error in asserting that De La Motte et al. 
discloses identifying vendors satisfying minimum attributes set by a buyer, by De La Motte et 
al/s remote buyers developing RFQs describing details of the products that they offer, when 
attributes of a product are not satisfying minimum attributes of a vendor set by a buyer. 

Moreover, the Examiner commits clear error in asserting that De La Motte et al,. 
discloses registering vendors that satisfy minimum attributes (see, Applicants' arguments in the 
Amendment filed July 6, 2006, pages 17 and 18). 

Further, the Examiner commits clear error in asserting that De La Motte et al,. discloses 
identifying whether vendors satisfy minimum attributes set by a buyer, when De La Motte et al. 
does not disclose to automatically select a qualified vendor to the buyer based on the database 
information arid the selection criteria collected from the buyer, as recited in the claims of the 
present application (see, Applicants 5 arguments in the Amendment filed July 6, 2006, pages 17 
and 19). 
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CONCLUSION 

Accordingly, Applicants respectfully request that the rejections be withdrawn and that 
claims 1, 3-29 and 34 be allowed. 

Please charge any shortage in fees due in connection with the filing of this, concurrent 
and future replies, including extension of, time, fees, to Deposit Account 16-0607 and please 
credit any excess fees to such deposit account. 



Respectfully submitted, 
FLESHNER & KIM, LLP 




Daniel Y.J. Kim 

• Registration No. 36,186 

Frederick D. Bailey 
Registration No. 42,282 

P. O. Box 221200 

Charitilly, VA 20153-1200 

.703 766-3701 DYK/FDB:ti g . - :. 

Date: September 6, 2006 
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